ABSTRACT
The Monte Carlo points begin to depart from the expected weak coupling behavior at a value of a2K -0.7. Choosing as usual (2.2) and setting the Regge slope ~1' =0.9 GeV -2 we find an upper limit for the crossover point corresponding to Qfr = 2.5 GeV2. 
So if i(u2) is known, the value i(Q2) can be evaluated.
From the Monte Carlo data, at least down to Q2 = 920, the behavior of the running coupling constant is well described by the perturbation expansion to the two loop level. If we assume that the evolution of the momentum space coupling constant in the strong coupling regime is approximately given by the evolution of g,(a), then from (2.5)
The strong coupling curve shown in Fig. 1 is given by (2.7) with Qfr chosen to be 1.6 GeV2, the point at which the extrapolations of the weak and strong coupling curves cross in the Monte Carlo simulations.
In the same spirit, the translation of the actual Monte Carlo data points shown in Fig. 1 is obtained by assuming that the points are related
where A is a constant to be determined from the data. Notice that u2 has dropped out of (3.6). <W(I,J)> = N(a) exp -V(Ia)*Ja + Perimeter(a) + Constants(a) . The self-energy term is now distributed between the two potentials.
Again, for 1,J I 3 the system is overdetermined, this time with 6 constraints for 4 unknowns. As before, by choosing different subsets of the equations generated by (4.10) to determine our potentials we can make some estimate of finite size effects.
The two possibilities chosen for illustration are:
(a> {I,J) = {1,2) : giving 3 estimates for V(3a). This now leaves one irrelevant additive constant, which corresponds to choosing a zero in the energy scale.
V. DISCUSSION
The results of the calculations described in Sec. IV using the asymmetric parametrization (4.3) and the symmetric parametrization (4.10)
are presented in Figs. 2 and 3 , respectively. In Fig. 2 the points labeled "large loops" and "small loops" correspond to choosing V(a) given 
